W 0 1 O N B W N

N N » ) R R G R N < i
RN EERELEERS

W o b
H 38 3

32

'SERVICE,

IR

Cont d on Pa '
»( ontinued on Page %{)WTNIYI‘

Approveior Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-RDP79U467A000400010013-3

Telephone: (213) 688-3551
Attorneys for Defendants
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND,
Plaintiff,
v. |
DIRECTOR H. STUART KNIGHT,
and the UNITED STATES SECRET

Defendant.

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND,
Plaintiff,
v,
DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH, and
the CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY,

Defendéﬁt.

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND,
A _ Plaintiff,
Ve
DIRECTOR CLARENCE M. KELLEY,".

and the FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION,

.Defendant.
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J023 /X

WILLIAM D. KELLER . & V4 L
United States Attorney . E?ﬁj
FREDERICK M. BROSIO, JR. ’ /V
Assistant U. S. Attorney c oy ;
Chief, Civil Division CerSLry
MICHAEL E. WOLFSON 8P TRe 0. Oss7 7
Assistant U. S. Attorney ' “TRICE ey

1100 United States Courthouse F%ﬁgy»

312 North Spring Street ‘ L o g

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012 ) “un,

No. CV 76-0947-MML
L g /
No. CV 76-0948-tL ¥

No. CV 76-0949-MML

IN CAMERA SUBMISSION OF
WITHHELD DOCUMENTS, AND
MATERTIALS
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> COMMISSIONER LEONARD F.

" has provided the Court with an affidavit which explains what is
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SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND,
Plaintiff,

v. No. CV 76-0950-MML

CHAPMAN, and the IMMIGRATION
AND NATURALiZATION 'SERVICE,

J Defendants.

SHIRLEY .J., SUTHERLAND,
Plaintiff,
v. No. CV 76-0951~MML
DIRECTOR REX D. DAVIS
and the BUREAU OF ALCOHOL,
TOBACCO AND FIREARMS,

Defendants.

s N N N N N N N N o N\ v'

«By. Qrder of the Court, filed November 9, 1976, certain
documents, held by the defendant agencies, were ordered to be
subﬁlttgd'to the Court for in camera 1nspectxon. In accordance
with said Order, all relevant documents were submitted to the .
Court on November 23, 1976, for in camera examination.

Since each of the five (5) agencies'here involved in-

dependently prepared their required in camera submission, each

contained in their submission, how it is organlzed for the Court's
rev1ew, and that said documents are true and accurate copies of
the materlals not disclosed to plaintiff, which the Court has
ordered submitted for in camera inspection. A copy ofveaoh of
the agencies' affidavitsvisvetfached hereto as EXHIBITS A through
E.

It should be noted that, pursuant to the Court‘s Order of

November 9, 1976, the in camera submission provided by each agency

.covers only the following FOIA exemptions' .

-2 - - .
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'which one of the above-listed exemptlons is being solelz asserted

‘Court, unless the Court desires to hold the documents under seal

Approve‘)r Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-RDP79I\.467A000400010013-3

Case No. CV 76~0947-MML (Secret Service):

" Exemptions 5 and 7(E);
Case No. CV 76-0948-MMIL, (CIA):» Exemption 3;

Case No. CV 76-0949-MML (FBI): Exemptions 5 and 7(E);

‘Case No. CV 76-0950-MML (ISNS): Exemption 7(E);

Case No. CV 76-0951-MML (ATF): Exemptibn 7(E).!

Any document and/or piece of information, which‘was-withh61; fr0m
disclosure, pursuant to the assertion of more than one FOIA

exemption, was not included in this in camera submission lf one
or more of the asserted exemptlons was found to be valid by the

Court in its November 9, 1976, Order. In other words, the only

information being here submitted in camera is information as to

as the basis of precluding its disclosure. Information as to
whlch at least one exemption has ‘already been approved by the
Court has not been‘submitted for furthér examinatioq. o
Because the documents here iﬁvolved have beén submitted
in their entirety for the Court's examlnatlon, defendants respect—
fully request that all documents which have been submitted be re-
turned to counsel for defendants when no longer needed by the
until completion of this litigation,
DATED: November 23, 1976. . -
_iRespectfully submitted, . ,
WILLIAM D. KELLER, United States Attornd

FREDERICK M. BROSIO JR., Asst. U. S.
' Attorney, Chief, civil D1v1310n

' MICHAEL E. WOLFSON

MICHAEL E, WOLFSON -~
Assistant U. S. Attorney S

Attorneys for Defendants
Approved For Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-RDP79M00467A000400010013-3 .
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(213) 487-1720

Attorneys for Plaintiff g : L Lo }m,'

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -

- . . —

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA -

s

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, _NO. CV 76-948-MML
AFFIDAVIT OF SHIRLEY J.

' SUTHERLAND PURSUANT TO
RULE 56(f), FEDERAL RULES
OF CIVIL PROCEDURE; LOCAL
RULE 3(g), IN OPPOSITION
TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiff,
v. : i .‘;;{'i 

"DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH, and the -
CENTRAL INTELLIGEMNCE AGENCY,

. . Defendants.

Affidavit of Shirley J. Sutherland Pursuant to Rule 56(f),

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Local Rule 3(g).

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) .
) SS. |
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

Having first been duly sworn, Shirley J. Sutherland.does
state that: | |
1. I am the plaintiff in the above-entitled action under
the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. §552.
2. I am unable for the reasons hereinafter stated to presené
by affldaVlt facts essential to justify my opp051t10n to the
: defendants motion for summary judgment.

3. Said facts essential to justify my opposit.on are facts

concerning the nature of the five documents sought herein,

including:
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-Subscribed and sworn to before
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‘a. Whether as a result of the search
defendants in fact located only five docu- ~

ments pertaining to me. ‘ )

b. Whether eech of the five documents

and its contents fits the chaiacpérization
and description given by the defendants
and/or is in fact exempt from disclosure
uﬂéer §552(b) . 4 -

c. Whether any portlon of the wholly
undisclosed document or any further portlon'
of the other four documents is in fact
segregable and therefore required by

5 U.S.C. §552(b) to be disclosed to
plaintiff'regardless of whether the rest

of said documents are otherw15e exempt from

disclosure.

X -7
i

4. [Knowledge of said facts is exclusively or largely within
and under the control of the defendants in that they have |
custody and control of the documents scught in this case and
e#clusive knowledge of the circumstances surrounding their
creation or transmission, and in that I have no indeﬁendentd
knowledge of the contents:of or the circumstances surrounding
the creation or transmission of the said five documents and no
way to gain_knowledge of the cifcumstahces or contents of said
documents other than by means of this action.

Executed this 25thiaay of October, 1976, at Los Angeles,

California.

- ,»’[ s
""Shlrley U/7Sﬁfﬁer1and

me -this 25th day of October, 1976.

@ee A Fove s,

Alice R. Fuchs, Notary Public
‘000000000'00090’?0 REXI XX 2T R 2 d

fcrmaial scaL
ALICZ R. FUCHS
HNOTARY FUCLIC - CALIFORNIA
PIROLC.PAL OFFICE IN
LOS ANLGELES COUNTY D 4
My Cu"\m ssicn Exzires Novambar 4, 1579

-'0500000000
T eseceseses
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY.MA’KII.»‘

I, the uhdersigned, cértify that I am a citizen of the'A
United States, a resident of the Stateiof California, County
of Los Angeles, over the age of 18, and not a party to the
within-entitled action; my business address is 633 South

Shatto Place, Los Angeles, California 90005. -. -
On October 26, 1976 ¢+ I served the within
, ;

AFFIDAVIT OF SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND PURSUANT TO RULE 56 (f), -
‘ FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE ; LOCAL RULE 3 (g) IN
OPPOSITION TO "DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT.

s

» 'on the interested partles in sald actlon or their attorneys by
'_mdep051t1ng»a copy ‘ thereof enclosed in a sealed

- -” envelope, with postage thereon fully prepald, in a United i
. ' States Post Office facility regularly maintained by the Govern-
ment of the United States at Los Angeles, California, addressed
to each of said parties or their. attorneys; that the names and
addresses shown on said envelopes were as follows:

William D. Keller : -
United States Attorney ' S _ B -
"Frederick M. Brosio, Jr. - : ) S
Assistant U.S. Attorney e T : -
Attn..Mlchael E. Wolfson : T : -
.. Assistant U.S. Attorney =~ - T
.o United States Courthouse, 1lth Fl.
[T 312 North Spring Street’
. , -Los Angeles, Callfornla 90012 .

o
it

I am}emgacg@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx a member of the
bar of this Court, and a member of the State Bar of Callfornla,
XX XAISECHOSEEDOTR KB XK HAE KX XHAIZK ) ,

Executed at Los Angeles, California, ONgctober 26, 197é

.

-Gary D. Sowards
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GARY D. SOWARDS s
FRED OKRAND
JILL JAKES
MARK D. ROSENBAUM
ACLU Foundation of
Southern California
633 South Shatto Place
Los Angeles, California 90005
(213) 487-1720

Attorneys for Plaintiff

UNITED .STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND,
Plaintiff,
VS.

DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH, and the
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY,

N N Nt sl s S NP NP Vet St it st

Defendants.‘

Plaintiff herewith submits, pursuant to Local Rule 3(g) (2),

the following Statement of Genuine Issues in opposition to

defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment.

Statement of Genuine Issues

—————— e

1. whether in fact as a result of their search defendants
located only five documents pertaining to plaintiff, to wit:
Memorandum for Headguarters, dated 3 October 1969 (ﬁereinafter,
"Document Number 1"), Intelligence Report, dated 9 October 196§
(hereinafter, "Docﬁment Number ‘2), Cable to Headquarters,:dated
26 September 1971 (hereinafter, "Document Number 3"), Cable to

iHeadquarters, dated 24 September 1971 (hereinafter,‘“Document - i

‘Number 4"), Intelligence Report, dated June 1972 ‘hereinafter -

"Document Number 5%).

///

¢ et Assistan

NO. CV 76-0948-MML

PLAINTIFF'S STATEMENT -
 OF GENUINE ISSUES :

L Tdm -
ns-dgne o

> vApprovgikFor Release 2004710727 : CIA-RDP7QG467A00040001 0013-3 . i

alt
S. Attorney ,

_‘|,';f Civ! D‘; —”V e
AT VT N
el Ty

Bigtia - o

H
i




© O N O A W N =

-d
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

V official titles, and numbers of personnel empioyed by the Agency.

50 U.s.C. §403(d)(3).

ApprO\.Fpr Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-'RDP79*0467A000400010013-3
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2. Whetherveach of the five documents sought herein and
its contents or a portion -thereof fits the describtion of it
given by the defendants and/or is in fact exempt from disclosure
under 5 U.S.C. §552(b). A

3. Whether each of the uncleared po*tlons of the ‘documents
described by defendants as Document Numbers l;-2 and 5 does
in fact contain information which reveals 1ntelllgence sources
and methods in need of continued protection.

4. Whether nondisclosure of each of,ﬁhe unreleased portions:

of Documents Numbers 1, 2 and 5 is.in fact necessary to protect

information concerning CIA organization procedures, names,

5. Whether the disclosure of each of the unreleased oortlons
of Document Numbers 1, 2 and 5 would in fact constltute a clearly ‘
unwarranted invasion of the rlght to personal privacy of 1nd1V1—j
duals named therein. . :

6. Whether the disclosure of each of the unref;sed portionﬁ
of Documents Numbers 1, 2 and 5 would in fact breach express
guarantees of confidentiality and/or subject sources of informa-
tion to harassment or retaliation. |

7. Whether the nondisclosure of~each of the unreleased
portions of Document Ngmbers 1, 2‘and-5 is in fact necessary i
to protect the identity of a confidential source who is in a senéi—
tive or unique position. 4 '

8. Whether the disclosure ef each of the unreleased per—

tions of Documents Numbers 1, 2 and 5, would in fact reveal

"intelligence sources and methods” within the meaning of .

9. Whether the disclosure of each of the unreleased por-
tlons of Document Numbers 1, 2 and 5 would be "in fact "uanauthori-~

zed" within the meaning of 50 U.S.C. §403(d)(3).

10. Whether any further portion of Documents Numbers 1, 2
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1 and 5 i{s in fact reasonahly segregable and therefore required
21 by 5 U.S.C. §552(b) to be Eisclosed to plaintiff regardless of
3|l whether the rest of said documents are otherwise exempt from
4|l disclosure. |
5 11. Whether Document Number 3 is in fact properly classi-
6l fied pursuant to the procedural and sgbstanfive criteria of
7 Executive Order 11652 and the National Security Council Direct-
8 ive governing “the classification, downgrading, declassification
9 and safeguarding of National/Securiéy,Information, 37 Fed. Reg.
100l 10053 (May 19, 1972). : L
1" 12. Whether the release of Document No. 3 would in fact
12]l reveal the intelligence sources and methods whereby the informa-
13| tion contained therein was secured.
14 13. Whether the disclosure of the information contained ;
15}l within Document Number 3 and upon the basis of which defendants !
16 deny its release pursuant to §552(b) (6) would in fact clearly
7 constitute an unwarranted invasione?f personal privacy.
18 l14. Whether each of the unrefésed portions of Document
190 Number 4 is in fact properly classified pursuant to the pfoce—
20l Qural and substantive criteria of Executive Order 11652 and
21 the National Security Council Directive governing the Classifi-
22 cation, Downgraaing, Declassification and Safeguarding of
23 National Security Information, 37 Fed. Reg. 10053 (May 19, 1972).
24 15. Whether eachugf the portions of Document Number 4}
2 excised by defendants pursuant fo §552(b) (3) in faét contains
26|  and/or would reveal the ofganizatién, function, procedures,
2z names, titles and number of personnel employed by the Agency.
28 16. Whether the release of each portion of Ddcumenta
2 Number 4 excised by defendants pursuant to §552(b) (6) in fact
30‘ ﬁould clearly constitute an unwarraﬁted invasion of personal
3 p;ivacy.
77

-3 .
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17. Whether the disglosure of'ﬁocument 3 or each of the
portions of Document 4 excised by deﬁendants would in fact .
reveal the location of a CIA fieldzigstailation abroad, the
fact that the CIA conducts intelligence operations in a given
foreign country and/or reveal the identity;df’a'sensifive intelli-
gence source in a given foreign counfry. -

18. Whether the location of the said field installation
abroad, the éﬁid fact of CIA intelligence operations in a given
foreign country and/or the-identlty of said 1nte111gence source
has not already been acknowledged‘by the United States or other~
wise disclosed.

19. Whether any portion of Document 3 or any further
portlon of Document 4 is in fact reasonably segregable and
therefore required by 5 U.S.C. §552(b) to be disclosed to plain-
tiff regardless of whether the rest of said documents are
otherwise exempt from disclosure. V

DATED: October 25, 1976.

- Respectfully submitted,

Gary D. Sowards
Attorney for Plaintiff

4~

 Approved For Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-RDP79M00467A000400010013-
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, the undersigned, certify that I am a citizen of the
United States, a resident oé'the State of California, County
of Los Angeles, over the age of 18, and!not a party. to tﬁe'
. within-entitled action; my business address is 633 South
2. Shatto Place, Los Angeles, California 90005.

~On October 26, 1976 w I SerVed the within : .

PLAINTIFFS' STATEMENT OF GENUINE ISSUES R . S -

‘on the interested parties in said action or their attofneys by
* depositing @ copy thereof, enclosed in a sealed
) :envelope, with postage thereon fully prepald in a United
--?,‘ - States Post Office facility regularly maintained by the Govern-
: ment of the United States at Los Angeles, California, addressed
: to.each of said parties or their attorneys; that the names and
. . 'ad?resses shown on said envelopes were as follows:

William D. Keller

United Stafec Attorney,
- ‘Frederick M. Brosio, Jr.
, Assistant U.S.Attorney
D “iEtEim. iMichael E. Wolfson

i Assistant U.S. Attorney .

i - United States Courthouse, 1llth Fl.
. ’ 312 North Spring Street

) " Los Angeles, California 90012

I. am BNPLOBH TR IXXIIRXIXIZIIIIIRIIRRR a member of the
bar of this Court, and a member of the State Bar of Callfornla,
1333 9N VTIONR S IO R NN NGRSO R G E e )

Executed at Los Angeles, California, onoctober 26, 197é

Y

. Gary D. Sowards

.- Approved For Release 2004/10/27 : CIA-RDP79M00467A000400010013-3 - ' -
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WILLIAM D. KELLER =

United States Attorney

FREDERICK M. BROSIO, JR.

Assistant U. S. Attorney

Chief, Civil Division

MICHAEL E. WOLFSON

Assistant United States Attorney _
1100 United States Courthouse T
312 North Spring Street : X
Los Angeles, Ca. 90012
Telephone: (213) 688-3551

Attorneys for Defendants
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, )
Plaintiff, ) No. CV 76-947-MML
- CV 76-948-MML
v. ) CV 76-949-MML
CV 76-950-}DiL
DIRECTOR H. STUART KNIGHT; ) CV 76-951-MML
DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH; | :
DIRECTOR CLARENCE M. KELLEY; )
COIRMISSIONER LEONARD CHAPMAN; | REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S
DIRECTOR REX D. DAVIS etc., ) |
et al., , . OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS'
Defendants. ) | MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

On or about Ogtober 26, 19i6, plaintiff filed with the
Court, in the above-referenced actibns, affidavits in opposition
to defendants' motions for summary judgment. In her opposition
affidavits, plaintiff cites neither a factual basis nor a legal
basis for her oppositign. She states simply that, since the
defendants hold all the documenté involved in these acﬁioﬁs;
she neither knows, nor can know, the contents thereof and th;s
cannot effectively oppose defendants' motions. Plaintiff's
argument is not only entirely without merit, it constitutes

a facetious attempt to have the Court litigate these actions

without plaintiff having met the minimum standards of legal

‘ advocacy. 1In point of fact, plaintiff has not advocated her

case at all, and defendants, therefore, assert that their motions

for sumrary judzment staond as much unopposed as they would hsve

-1 - . : : -
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if plaintiff had filed no décument in opposition at all.
Plaintiff's contention that she has no factual information

on which to base her opposition,‘is clearly belied by the enofmous
amount of material provided to plaintiff in eagiy Sgptg@ber, 1976,
in conformance with the Court's Vaughn order,i_and the sgbstantial
and detailed descriptions of withheld material contained in'the

affidavits filed in conjunction with several of defendants' motions

for summary judgment. Plaintiff now has in her possession some of
the most thorough and detailed descriptive material covering with-

O 00 1 & O hdh W o =

held documents ever to be filed in a Freedom of Information Act

|
k=

Yet, she files a series of two and three-page affidavits

=t
o

- case,
which ignore this wealth of material and the substantial case law
which exists in the Freedom of Information Act area, and. simply

o
W N

No other litigant who has

says -- I oppose the Government's motions and I do not have suf-
ficient information to argue my opposition. Her affidavits con-

-t
N

i

o
o o

stitute a clear affront to the Court.

come to federal court under the Freedom of InformationAt has re-

ceived so much detailed material from the Government and so much

assistance from the Court, and yet has done so little to actively
Why did the Court order Vaughn

Y
S b ki

and completely pursue her cause.
indexed to be prepared and defendants comply, if it were not to
provide plaintiff with a basis to file her own motions for summary

N N
N =

judgment and/or oppose such motions which the defendants might file.

N
W

Yet, she has filed no motions of her own, and her opposition
pleadings consist of a simple statement that, since the Government

N N
(SIS

has the disputed documents in its possession, she has no basis upon

]
2]

which to oppose defendants' motion. The absurdity of her position

BN

and its affront to the judicial system is clear.
Plaintiff, in a vain attempt to create an issue where none

N
2]

0
=)

exists, points out in her affidavit in case CV 76—94{—NHL, that the

Secret Service may have FBI documents in jts file and has not so
y

W
—

32
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stated in the Service's affidavit filéa with the Court oq‘Septemv
ber 3, 1976. Looking at each of the five cases which the plain-
tiff currently has before the Court, 11 is clear that (1) each
agency has F.B.I. documents in its poséession,f(Z) Pla;ntiff is
iitigating directly with the F.B.I. the releése‘of'these:documents,
(3) the F.B.I. has withheld these docu&ents pursuant to the-exemp-
tions of the Freedom of Information Act and instructed all other
agencies to avoid disclosure of said Ho?uments, (4) that it is
sufficiént for each agency to withhold said F.B.I. documents on
the basis that the F.B.I. refuses disclosure and plaintiff is
litigating directly with that agency, and (5) if any other basis
for withholding éaid documents by an agency;other than the F.B.I.
is necessary, then Exemption 7(D), 5 U.S.C; §552(b)(7)(D), provides
such a basis since investigatory records, compiled for law enforce-
ment purposes in the cburse of a criminal investigation, are in=-
volved, ahd said material was supplied to these agenéies on a
confidential basis by a law enforcement agency (the F.B.I.).
Finally, it should be pointed out that plaintiff has not
even filed one of her nonopposition oppdsitions in case No. CV 76~
951-MML, and the Government's motion for summary judgment in that

case stands completely unopposed.

DATED: October 27, 1976.
Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAM D. KELLER

United States Attorney
FREDERICK M. BROSIO, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Civil Division

M € i

‘MICHAEL E. WOLFSON
Assistant United St;;%s Attorney

Attorneys for Defengants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICEQBY MAIL
t

Virginia M. Molu .
I, 1rgl . olus » -declare:

That I am a citizen of the United étates and resident or em-
ployed in Los Angeles County, California; that my.businesa address i3
Office of United 3tates Attorney, United States Courthouse, 312 North
Spring Street, lLos Angeles, California 90012; that Y am over the age
of elghteen years, and am not a party to thL above-entitled action,

That I am employed by the United States Attorney for the Cen-
tral District or California who 1s a member of the Bar of the United
States District Court for the Central Disfrict of California, at whose

direction the service by mail described in this Certificate was made;

that on October 27, 1976 » I deposited in the United
States mails in the United States Courthouse at 312 North Spring st.,
Los Angeles, California, in the above-entitled action, 4in an envelope

bearing the requisite postage, a copy of REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT,

Ms. Shirley J Sutherland
268 S, Wetherly Drive
Beverly Hills, Ca. 90212;

addressed to

Gary D. Sowards, Esq.

ACLU Foundation. of Southern Callfornia
633 S. Shatto Place

Los Angeles, California 90005,

at their 135t Mnown address, at which place there is a delivery ser-

vice by United States mail.

This Certificate 1s executed on October 27, 1976 s

at Los Angeles, California.
I éertiry under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 1s true

2//Pe

USA-12¢-240 /
(Rev, 10/19/67) - {

and correct.

A \.
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WILLIAM D. KELLER _ -
2 United States Attorney 0CT 15 1976
FREDERICK M. BRO510, JR.
+ '3 Assistant U. S. Attorney
F Chief, Civil Division
4 MICHAEL E. WOLFSON
Assistant United States Attorney
5 1100 United States Courthouse Executive Registry
312 No. Spring Street
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Telephone: (213) 688-3551 /
7
g Attorneys for Defendants
9 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
10 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFCRNIA
11 SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, )
Plaintiff, )
12
13 V. ) No. CV 76-0948~-MML
DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH, AND )
14 THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY, ) :
15 y P
Defendants. i
16
17
18
1) NOTICE OF MOTION
19
20 2) MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
21 :
29 3) HEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTICN
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
23
24
25
26
27 )
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29
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FORM 08D-93

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: PLAINTIFF, SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, IN PROPRIA PERSONA,
268 S. Wetherly Drive, Beverly Hills, California 90212,
AND TO HER CO-COUNSEL, GARY D. SOWARDS, ACLU FOUNDATION
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, 633 S. Shatto Place, Los Angeles,
California 90005

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the defendants,

George Bush and the Central Intelligence Agency, will bring

~on for hearing the following Motion for Summary Judgment before

the Honorable Malcolm M. Lucas, United States District Judge,

in his courtroom, United States Courthouse, 312 North Spring

Street, Los Angeles, California 90012, on Monday, November 1,

1976, at 10 A.M., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard

-~

DATED: October 15, 1976,

WILLIAM D, KELLER
United States Attorney

FREDERICK M. BROSIO, JR.
Assistant U, S. Attorney
Chief, Civil Divisdon

¢ . WOLFSON /
stant U. S. Attoyney

F=

Assi

Attorneys for Defendfnts

_ W-GPO: 1974 0-556-284

.
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WILLIAM D. KELLER
United States Attorney . AFR
FREDERICK M., BROSIO, JR.
Assistant U. S. Attorney
Chief, Civil Division » - .
MICHAEL E, WOLFSCN | ‘ SV |
Assistant U. S. Attorney

United States Courthouse

312 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012

Telephone: (213) 688-3551

Attorneys for Defendants
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, ' _
Plaintiff, No. CV 76-948-MML

v.
ANSWER TO_ COMPLAINT

DIRECTOR GEORGE BUSH, AND
THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY,

- FOR_INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Defendants.

N o e N N S o s Nt st o

Responding specifically to the numbered paragraphs of
plaintiff's Complaint, defendants hereby admit, deny, and aver
as follows:

1. Paragraph 1 sets forth plaintiff's characteriza-
tion of this action, and, as such, is not an allegation of fact

for which an answer is required, but, insofar as an answer may be

deemed required, said paragraph is denied.

if deemnegd

2. Paragraph 2 sets forth conclusions of law;

to be a statement of fact, said paragraph is denied.

3. Paragraph 3 is denied for lack of information and
knowledge sufficient to permit defendants to form a belief as to

the truth of the allegations contained therein.

4,

Paragraph 4 is admitted.

!

# GFO : 1972 O - 487-880
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WILLI&M D, XELLER

United States Attorney

FRELERICK M. BROSIO, JR,

Asgistant U, S, Attornev

Chief, Civil Division

MICHAhL E. WOLFSON

Assistant U. S. Attorney : "ESZEZEQES#
United States Courthouse, 11lth F1. -
312 Horth Spring Street -
Los Angeles, California 90012
Telephone: {213) 688-3551

-

Attorneys for Defendants v
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUﬁE
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, R
Plaintiff, No. CV 76-948-ML

V. ‘ ) ’ ) )
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION

DIRECTCR GECRCE BUSH, AND
THEZ CERTRAL I\TELLIGENCn
AGENCY,

TO _FLAINTIFF'S “MOTICN

UNDER VAUGHN v. ROSEN"

Defendants.

o s Nt Nt N Nt N i Nt o Nt oV

I
STATUS OF THE CASE

Plaintiff filed suit omn March 24, 1976, under the-Freedom
of Information Act, 5 U.S5.C. §542, asking the Court tc compel
defendants to produce, for the purpose of copying and iauspection,
all documents allegedly pertaining to plaintiff whichk are in the
possession of the defendant agency. The Summons and Complaint
in the instant action were served ou the 8E£fice of the United
States Attorney on March 26, 1376, necessitating an Answer to
be filed no later than April 26, 1976. On April 15, 1976,
plaintiff filed the instant "Motion under Vaughn v. Rosen".

/17
/17
/17
/77

e GFO 1 1572 € - 487889
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SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND )
268 S. Wetherly Dr.,

Beverl Hllls California
Teversy ! 90212

. Tel: (213) 276~ 526
"~ Plaintiff in Propria Persona

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

'CASE NUMBER
SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAND, ,

PLAINTIFF(S) e 9sg g

Vs

DIRECTOR GEORGE DUSIi, AlD : o
THE CZNTRAL INTELLIGENCE o .
AGENCY, ' SUMMONS

DEFENDANT(S)

TO THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT(S):

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon

SHIRLEY J. SUTHERLAID
- 268 s, ‘letherly Dr.
Beverly Hills, California
Q0212
: 5 U,3.C. 552

an answer to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, within 30 days

plaintiff's attorney, whose address is

after service of this summcons upon you, "~exclusive of the day of service.
If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be taken against you for

the relief demanded in the complaint.

EDWARD M. KRITZMAN, CLERK

S
DATE: HAR 23[ 1876 BY

DEPﬁ(I_EE;JK

(Seal of Court)

NOTE: This summons is issued pursuant to Rule 4 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure. Pursuant to Rule 5(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
all papers after the complaint required to be served upon a party shall be
filed with the court either before service or within a reasonable time
thereafter. Pursuant to Local Rule 4(g) of this court, the original of all
documents, including exhibits to documents, sﬁgll’be filed with one clear,

Ioeinhlir rany far wen hee shin T 0a




& W N

w o ~N o O,

1
12
13
i4
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25
26
‘27
28
29

31
32

Approvedsr Release 2004/10/27 : CIAR P79

SHIRLEY J. SUTHIZRLAND L : S
268 S, Wetherly Dr. o '
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Tels (213) 276-2526 ' : F 1L ED :

"Plaintiff in Propria Persona

WR24 196

RICT COURT
CLERK, U. S. DISTRICT ©
SRR DISTRICT OF CALIFORMA,
e . |

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
'CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

- ~ . . - . . ~.
SHIRLEY J. suL}fERLAA«D, , ; w948
Plaintiff, - ) - *NO. : -
Ve " i COI:PLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE
DIRECTOR GECRGE BUSH, ANLD THE ; RELIEF PURSUANT TO THE
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, g FREEDOF OF INFORMATIOR
Defendants., i ACT
)
JURISDICTION

1. This‘is an action under the Freedom of information
Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552, to order defendants to prdduce;
certain documents for inspecfioﬁ and copying, viz., any record
or document containing plaintiffs’ nﬁme or pertaining td
plaintiff. ’ o

2. This Court has'jurisdiction over this action
pursuant fo 5 U.S.C. Section 552 (a)(&); 28 U.S.C. Sectibn 1361;
and the First and Fifth Amendments to the United States

Constitution. : . L g

. PARTIES _
3. Plaintiff, SHIRLEY J., SUTHERLAND, residing at 268 S,

Wetherly Dr. in Beverly Hills, California 90212, is an

{
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